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1. This action is in response to the request for reconsideration filed on 2/3/03. 

2. Claims 1-2, 4-15, 17, 19-22, 26-34, 36-37, 39-43, 48, 50-54, 57, 59, 61 and 65 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being unpatentable over Tidwell, II (Tidwell), US 5,859,637 
in view of Linnett et al (Linnett), US 5,301,326. 

3. Claims 63-64 are rejected over Tidwell (US 5,859,637) and Linnett (US 5,301 ,326) and 
further in view of Batch et al (Batch), US 5,423,023. 

4. Claims 3, 18, 23-25, 35, 38, 44-47, 49, 58, 60, 62 are rejected over Tidwell (US 
5,859,637), Linnett (US 5,301,326 and further in view of Sonnenreich (US 5,974,446). 

5. Claim 16, 55 and 56 were canceled. 

6. Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 1 03 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-2, 4-15, 17, 19-22, 26-34, 36-37, 39-43, 48, 50-54, 57, 59, 61, 65 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Tidwell, II (Tidwell), US 5,859,637 in view 
of Linnett et al (Linnett), US 5,301,326. 
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As per claim 1, Tidwell discloses: 

- a method for creating a wizard (column 2 line 48, "The present invention is a method 
for creating a wizards") 

-prompting input (column 6 line 21-22,"programmable means for said SmartGuides to 
prompt said user for input") 

-process steps and a plurality of potential selections associated with each of the 
process steps (column 4 line 18-59, "Here's an entry field ... The <dataentry> fields create boxes 
for the user to enter input to the application (409)"), if the user enters "name", there are several 
selections associated with the each input 

- using the process steps and associated potential selections to create a wizard as 
claimed (column 2 line 48-60, "The present invention in a method for creating wizards using a 
script-like language that supports a predetermined set of commands ... user interface to the 
user") and (column 2 line 25-30, "It is an object of the invention to present an intuitive, easy to 
use method of creating wizards such that a person familiar with the user interface of the 
application program and able to understand a finite set of English-like commands is able to create 
the wizard using this predetermined set of commands"), where the predetermined set of 
commands are process steps and associated potential selection. 

Tidwell does not specifically disclose storing the input processes and output is based 
upon input selections. 
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However Linnett discloses storing the input processes and output is based upon input 
selections (column 9 line 32-33, "collecting user input relating to the specialized task to be 
performed") and (column 9 line 36-38, "selecting commands to effect the performance of the 
specialized task by the application computer program based on the collected user input"), 
where collecting user input relating to the specialized task is considered as storing the input 
process and the performance of the socialized task is considered as the output which is based on 
the collected input. The specialized task is performed by the interface program which is a wizard 
is shown in (column 2 line 32-34, "It is another object of the present invention to provide an 
interface program that has expert knowledge relating to the performance of a specialized task") 
and (column 3 line 10-1 1, "An interface program is referred to as a wizard"). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Linnett into the method of Tidwell to store 
the input processes and create the output based upon the input. The modification would be 
obvious because one of the ordinary skill in the art would want to provide an efficient tool and 
allows third parties to extend and customize the feature of an existing application program 
(column 2 line 28-30). 



Claim 36 is a computer usable medium claim corresponding to the method claim 1 and 
rejected under the same reason set forth in connection of the rejection of claim 1. 
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As per claim 2, 37 and 48, Tidwell discloses: 

-prompting is performed by a displayed template (Figure 4 A, 4B and 4C) 
As per claim 4, Tidwell discloses: 

- input of a designation is further prompted, associating a potential selection with a 
subsequent process steps (Fig 4B and Fig 4C), where for a input some potential selections are 
associated with these input which are displayed in the windows. 

Tidwell does not specifically disclose storing the input processes. However Linnett 
discloses storing the input processes (column 9 line 32-33, "collecting user input relating to the 
specialized task to be performed"), where the specialized task is performed by the interface 
program which is a wizard (column 2 line 32-34) and , "(column 3 line 10-11). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Linnett into the method of Tidwell to store 
the input processes. The modification would be obvious because one of the ordinary skill in the 
art would want to provide an efficient wizard. 

As per claims 4, 26, 39 and 50, Tidwell discloses: 

- input of a designation is further prompted, associating a potential selection as 
claimed (column 4 line 10-60). 

As per claim 5 and 27, Tidwell discloses: 

-potential selections permits input of a character string (Fig. 4C), where the potential 
selection is "Vanilla", which is a character strings 
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As per claim 6, Tidwell discloses: 

- wherein the created wizard is displayed (column 5 line 37-39, " SmartGuide Driver 
presenting a graphical user interface to the user based on instructions within the SmartGuide 
Script"), where Smartguide is the wizard (column 2 line 52-54, "The wizards, or 
SmartGuides as they are called when implemented using the script-like means of the present 
invention"). 

As per claim 7 and 61, Tidwell discloses: 

- wherein the created wizard is displayed as sequential process steps with potential 
selections (column 5 line 37-39) and Figure 4A, 4B and 4C. 

As per claim 8, Tidwell discloses: 

- wherein each of the plurality of sequential steps in a process is displayed concurrent 
with a single step and associated potential selections (Fig 4A, 4B and 4C). 

As per claims 9, 10, 28, 29, 40, 41, 51 and 52, Tidwell discloses: 

- query and potential answers are prompted (Fig 4B and 4C). 

As per claim 11 and 30, Tidwell does not specifically disclose storing the created 
wizard. However, Linnett discloses storing the created wizard (Figure 6 in 603 "Save previous 
pages"), where the page is a pagewizard (column 3 line 12-13, "several user interface programs, 
called PageWizards"). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Linnett into the method of Tidwell to store the 
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created wizard. The modification would be obvious because one of the ordinary skill in the art 
would allow the third parties to extend and customize the feature of an existing tool ( stored 
wizard). 

As per claim 12 and 31, Tidwell discloses: 

- wizard is modifiable (column 2 line 34-35, "It is yet another object of the present 
invention to enable users to modify a wizard"). 

As per claim 13, 32, 42 and 53, Tidwell discloses; 

- indicating one of machine and non-machine processing (column 5 line 26-27, "A 
method in a computer system for enabling a user to perform a task by a SmartGuide providing 
direction to an application program"), where " a method in a computer system for enabling a 
user" is considered as a machine process and (column 5 line 32-34, "SmartGuide Script created 
using a discrete number of English-readable commands to present information to the user"), 
where " English-readable commands" is considered as non-machine process. 

As per claim 14, 33, 34, 43, 54 and 59 Tidwell discloses: 

- input of information relating to the machine processing is prompted (column 3 line 
50-51, "SmartGuide scripts (209) are then created which execute in the memory") and (column 5 
line 5-6, "FIG. 4C is a panel which presents the results of the information input to the 
SmartGuide by the user"), where Smartguide is the wizard, which is executing inherently 
including machine processing and prompting to the user. 
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As per claim 15 Tidwell discloses: 

- created wizard sequentially conveys each of input process steps and prompts 
selections of a potential selection (column 5 line 26-33). 
As per claim 1 7, Tidwell discloses: 

- created wizard sequentially displays each of the input process steps (Fig 4A, 4B and 



As per claim 19, Tidwell discloses: 

- wherein conveyance of a process step is dependent upon a selection made in response 
to a previously conveyed process step (Fig 4A, 4B and 4C), where <back> and <next> are 
considered as previous and next steps. 

As per claim 20, Tidwell discloses: 



whereby a person not familiar with programming or programming languages can create a 
wizard") 

- a user interface (Abstract line 3-4, "to interface between an application program and 
the user") 

- adapted to prompt input of process steps (column 6 line 21-22, "programmable means 
for said SmartGuides to prompt said user for input") 

- potential selections associated with each of the process steps (Fig 4A, 4B and 4C) 



4C). 



- A wizard creator (Abstract line 1-3, "A method and apparatus are provided 
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- a memory (column 3 line 50-51, "SmartGuide scripts (209) are then created which 
execute in the memory (201)") 

- a processor (column 3 line 37-38, "computer system containing a display device, a 
processor and an input device") 

- create a wizard (column 2 line 52-53, "The wizards or SmartGuides as they are called 
when implemented using the script-like means"). 

Tidwell does not specifically disclose storing the input processes and output is based 
upon input selections. 

However Linnett discloses storing the input processes and created wizard is based upon 
input selections (column 9 line 32-33, "collecting user input relating to the specialized task to 
be performed") and (column 9 line 36-38, "selecting commands to effect the performance of the 
specialized task by the application computer program based on the collected user input"), 
where collecting user input relating to the specialized task is considered as storing the input 
process and the performance of the socialized task is considered as the output which is based on 
the collected input. The specialized task is performed by the interface program which is a wizard 
is shown in (column 2 line 32-34, "It is another object of the present invention to provide an 
interface program that has expert knowledge relating to the performance of a specialized task") 
and (column 3 line 10-11, "An interface program is referred to as a wizard"). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Linnett into the method of Tidwell to store 
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the input processes and create the output based upon the input. The modification would be 
obvious because one of the ordinary skill in the art would want to provide an efficient tool and 
allows third parties to extend and customize the feature of an existing application program 
(column 2 line 28-30), 

As per claims 21, 22 Tidwell discloses: 

- user interface and user interface is an integrated input and displayed (column 

4 line 10-60). 

As per claim 57, Tidwell discloses: 

- accessing prestored information and creating the wizard, at least in part, based upon 
the prestored information (column 2 line 62-67, "the SmartGuides of the present invention 
allow the user to customize the SmartGuide for their particular application .. modifying the 
commands contained in the SmartGuide Script"), where modifying the commands contained in 
the Smartguide script" inherently including accessing prestored information for customizing the 
wizard. 

As per claim 65, Tidwell does not specifically disclose the plurality of languages. 
However, in backgroud of the invention discloses the plurality of languages (column 2 line 12- 
15, "wizards are traditionally written in programming languages such as C or C++. Since the 
wizards are written in programming languages"). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of the background into the Tidwell to have 
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plurality of languages. The modification would be obvious because one of the ordinary skill in 
the art want to have different choices of language. 

Claims 63-64 are rejected over Tidwell, II (Tidwell), US Patent No. 5,859,637 and 
Linnett et al (Linnett), US Patent No. 5,301,326 and further in view of Batch et al (Batch), US 
Patent No. 5423,023. 

As per claim 63 and 64, neither Tidwell nor Linnett specifically disclose: 

- information are stored in a state transition table. However, Batch disclose the 
information are stored in a state transition table (column 4 line 67-68 and column 5 line 1-7). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Batch into the combined method of 
Tidwell and Linnett to store the information in the state transition table. The modification would 
be obvious because one of the ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to store the 
information logically for operating and interacting the information with digital waveforms 
(column 5 line 1-10). 

Claims 3, 18, 23-25, 35, 38, 44-47, 49, 58, 60, 62 are rejected over Tidwell, II (Tidwell) 
US Patent No. 5,859,637 and Linnett et al (Linnett), US Patent No. 5,301 ,326 and further in view 
of Sonnenreich et al (Sonnenreich), US Patent No. 5,974,446. 

As per claim 3, 18, 24, 25, 38 and 49, neither Tidwell nor Linnett disclose: 
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prompting is audible. However, Sonnenreich discloses the prompting is audible 

(column 4 line 48-50, "As the audio plays through there will be numerous images and interactive 
demonstration that will appear on the user's screen"). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Sonnenreich into the combined method of 
Tidwell and Linnett to have audible prompting for the user. The modification would be obvious 
because one of the ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to produce a sound allowing a 
user to send or receive information efficiently. 

As per claim 23, neither Tidwell nor Linnett disclose the user interface is a touch 
screen. However, Sonnenreich discloses the touch screen (column 10 line 5-7, "the user is now 
ready to select (G) the topic (subject) of interest on the main screen by "pressing" the appropriate 
button (i.e. mouse or touch screen, etc.). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Sonnenreich into the combined method of 
Tidwell and Linnett to have touch screen. The modification would be obvious because one of the 
ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to provide a system where the user can make a 
selection of the icon easily. 

As per claim 35 and 62 neither Tidwell nor Linnett disclose URL. However, 
Sonnenreich discloses URL (column 7 line 64, "Suitable types of the above are described in the 
following Web Page URL references:"). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Sonnenreich into the combined method of 
Tidwell and Linnett to includes input of a URL. The modification would be obvious because one 



anywhere in the Internet. 

As per claim 44, neither Tidwell nor Linnett disclose propagated signal However 
Sonnenreich discloses propagated signal (column 3 line 10-11, "university link-ups with digital 
signal transmission are being tested"). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Sonnenreich into the combined method of 
Tidwell and Linnett to propagate a signal. The modification would be obvious because one of 
the ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to transmit information to the user efficiently. 
For the rest of the limitations see the rejection of claim 1. 

As per claim 45, 46 and 47, neither Tidwell nor Linnett disclose propagated signal is 
digital bit stream and carrier wave. However Sonnenreich discloses propagated signal is 
digital bit stream and carrier wave (column 3 line 10-11, "university link-ups with digital 
signal transmission are being tested"). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Sonnenreich into the combined method of 
Tidwell and Linnett to propagate a signal. The modification would be obvious because one of 



of the ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to locate a resource (such as a file) from 
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the ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to transmit information to the user very distinctly 
and clearly. 

As per claims 58 and 60, neither Tidwell nor Linnett disclose database. However 
Sonnenreich discloses data bases (column 6 line 65-67, "the user screen topic "buttons" are 
customized by the server to those topics of interest selected by the user and stored in said 
database;"). Sonnenreich does not specifically disclose the database is relational. Official notice 
is taken in relational data base is well known in the art. It would have been obvious to one of the 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention was made to make the data base relational 
because one of the ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to find information easily and 
efficiently. 



7. Applicant's arguments filed on 2/3/03 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

In the remark, the applicant has argued in substance: 

(1) Tidwell fails to teach the "prompting input of process steps and a plurality of 
potential selections associated with the process steps" as recited in claims 1, 20 and 36. 
Response: 

(1) As noted in the examiner rejection above, Tidwell discloses prompting input of process 
step (column 6 line 21-22,"programmable means for said SmartGuides to prompt said user for 
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input"), where the SmartGuide is the wizard (column 2, lines 52" the wizards, or SmartGuide) 
and a plurality of potential selections associated with each of the process steps (column 4, lines 
18-59, "Here's an entry field ... The <dataentry> fields create boxes for the user to enter input to 
the application (409)"), where for each entry like "name", (which is a user input) is associated 
with plurality of potential selections like "Chocolate", "Vanilla" and "Strawberry". 

(2) There is no existing motivation to combine the teachings of the Linnett patent with 
the Tidwell patent. Particularly in light of the substantial difference between creating a 
wizard script in the Tidwell patent and the use of a wizard as a user interface in the 
program of the Linnett patent, there is no motivation to combine the two patents. 
Response: 

(2) The examiner does not agree with the applicant. The examiner believes that both 
Tidwell and Linnett patents are relevant. Tidwell patent discloses a method of creating a wizard 
and an interaction between the wizard and the user (Tidwell, column 3, lines 20-65) and Linnett 
patent discloses a method of using a wizard to interface between a user and an application 
program (Linnett, column 3, lines 6-12). 

As per claim 1, Tidwell fails to disclose storing the input processes and output is based upon the 
input selections. Linnett patent overcomes this deficiency. Linnett discloses storing the input 
processes and output is based upon the input selections (column 9, lines 32-33, "collecting user 
input relating to the specialized task to be performed") and (column 9, lines 36-38, " selecting 
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commands to effect the performance of the specialized task by the application program based 
on the collected user input"), where the "the specialized task" is the output, which is based on 
the collected input. The specialized task is performed by the interface program which is a wizard 
(column 3, lines 6-11). The modification would be obvious because one of the ordinary skill in 
the art would want to provide a method and system that allows a third parties to extend and 
customize the feature of an existing application program (Linnett, column 2, lines 28-31). 
The applicant fails to see that Linnett patent provides this motivation in (column 2 and lines 28- 
31 "It is another object of the present invention to provide a method and system that allows third 
parties to extend and customize the features of an existing application program"). Thus the 
motivation existed and was established in the Linnett patent as described above. 
(3) Linnett patent does not teach "storing input process" as recited in claim 1. 
Response: 

(3) As noted in the rejection above, Linnett discloses "collecting the user input relating to the 
specialized task" (column 9, lines 32-33) and further in column 3, lines 15-21, Linnet discloses 
Pagewizard collects formatting and date information from the user and interacts with the 
publisher to effect the creation of a calender by Publisher. Linnett discloses the user navigates 
through these "page " to input and view data (column 4, lines 20-24). It proves that Linnett 
discloses storing the information of user input into the "page". "Page" is considered as a 
mechanism to store data. Without storing the data or information, the wizard cannot create any 
output like calender. 
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(4) Linnett patent does not teach "storage means". 
Response: 

(4) Claim 1 does not recite any "storage means" but "storing the input process" which was 
taught by Linnett (see Response 3) and further Linnett discloses storage means (column 4, lines 
2-25), where "pages" are storage means where the user inputs are collected. 

(5) Applicant has argued that claims 2, 4-15, 17, 19, 21-22, 26-34, 37, 39-43, are 
allowable because they are dependent on claims 1, 20 and 36 respectively. 
Response: 

(5) The independent claims 1, 20 and 36 are rejected over Tidwell patent in view of the 
Linnett patent and all the dependent claims 2, 4-15, 17, 19, 21-22, 26-34, 37, 39-43 are rejected. 
See the rejection above and the response of the applicant's argument. 

(6) Sonnenreich patent does not teach any method of wizard building. Applicant has 
argued that the Sonnenreich patent fails to overcome the deficiencies of the Tidwell patent 
in view of the Linnett patent for the claims 3, 18, 23-25, 35, 38, 44-47, 49, 58, 60 and 62. The 
Examiner has failed to support his conclusion of obviousness with a "convincing line of 
reasoning as to why the artisan would have found the claimed invention to have been 
obvious in light of the teaching of the reference" 

Response: 

(6) The examiner does not agree with the Applicant. Though Sonnenreich patent does not 
disclose any method for wizard building but Sonnenreich patent discloses a user-friendly method 
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and a common user interface between a user and an application program (abstract, column 3, 
lines 52-63) which is similar like Tidwell and Linnett patent because both of these two patents 
disclose the user interface between a user and an application program via wizard. Therefore, the 
examiner believes Sonnenreich patent is a relevant patent and overcome all the deficiencies of 
the Tidwell and Linnett patents. 

Sonnenreich patent overcomes all the deficiencies of the Tidwell patent in view of the Linnett 
patent for the claims 3, 18, 23-25, 35, 38, 44-47, 49, 58, 60 and 62. The examiner has provided a 
convincing reason for the motivation for each claim, see the rejection above. 
(7) Applicant has argued that Tidwell patent in view of the Linnett patent, further in 
view of the Sonnenreich patent, fails to disclose, teach or make obvious Applicant's claim 
44. 

Response: 

(7) As noted in the office action above, claim 44 is rejected over Tidwell patent in view of 
the Linnett patent, further in view of the Sonnenreich patent. Claim 44 recites "propagated 
signal". The other limitations are similar like claim 1 and rejected for the same reason as claim 1. 
See the rejection of claim 1 in the office action above. 

Neither Tidwell nor Linnett disclose propagated signal as recited in claim 44. However, 
Sonnenreich patent overcomes this deficiency (column 3, lines 10-11, link-ups with digital signal 
transmission are being tested"). The modification would be obvious because one of the ordinary 
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skill in the art modification would be motivated to transmit the information to the user 
efficiently. 

(8) Applicant has argued that Sonnenreich patent is unrelated. 
Response: 

(8) The examiner does not agree with the Applicant. Examiner responsively chose the 
Sonnenreich patent because it is related to the Tidwell and Linnett patent. Though Sonnenreich 
patent does not disclose any method for wizard building but Sonnenreich patent discloses a user- 
friendly method and a common user interface between a user and an application program 
(Sonnenreich, abstract, column 3, lines 52-63) which is similar like Tidwell and Linnett patent 
because these two patents disclose the user interface between a user and an application program . 
Therefore, the examiner believes Sonnenreich patent is a relevant patent and overcome all the 
deficiencies of the Tidwell and Linnett patents. See the office action above. 

(9) Applicant has argued that claims 45-54 are allowable because they depend from 
claim 44 which is allowable. . 

Response: 

(9) As noted in the rejection above, claim 44 is rejected over Tidwell and Lineett and further 
in view of Sonnenreich and claims 45-54 rejected see the office action above. 
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(10) Claims 57-62 and 65 depend from claim 1 and allowable because Sonnenreich 

patent fails to disclose, teach or make obvious claim 1. 

Response: 

(10) Examiner believes that Sonnenreich patent is a related patent which discloses the user 
interface and the interaction between the user and an application program like Tidwell and 
Linnett patent. 

Claims 57-62 and 65 rejected over Tidwell patent in view of the Linnett patent, further in view of 
the Sonnenreich patent, see the office action above. 

(11) For claims 63-65, Applicant has argued that Batch patent does not overcome the 
deficiencies of the Tidwell patent in view of Linnett patent. 

Response: 

(11) The examiner does not agree with the Applicant. Examiner believes that Batch patent is a 
relevant patent which discloses a user configurable system which integrates and manages a 
plurality of different task and software tool (wizard). The software tool (wizard) receives inputs 
and provides outputs (Batch, Abstract, lines 1-2 and column 37, lines 17-20) like Tidwell and 
Linnett patent. 

As noted in the office action above, claims 63 and 64 are rejected over Tidwell patent and 
Linnett patent and further in view of Batch. Examiner believes that Batch patent overcomes the 
deficiencies of the Tidwell patent in view of Linnett patent. 
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Neither Tidwell nor Linnett disclose "Information are stored in a state transition table" However, 
Batch discloses "Information are stored in a state transition table" (column 4, lines 67-68 and 
column 5, lines 1-7, "The graphic wave forms or related inputs, tables are provided which 
define the various digital states for waveforms to by inputted and which define logic rules for 
operating on or interacting with such waveforms. Use inputted, generated or default waveform 
displays may be displayed utilizing the stored digital state information and commands from 
various source may be executed of the waveform or other graphics, utilizing, as required, the 
stored defined states and logic rules"), where the inputs are stored in the tables which define 
various digital state information is the state transition table. The modification would be 
obvious because one of the ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to store the information 
logically for operating and interacting the information with digital waveforms (related inputs) 
(Batch, column 5, lines 1-10). 

Conclusion 

7. Thus, the rejection of the claims over the prior art in the previous office action is 
maintained (see paper # 7) and THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of 
the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
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will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 



8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Chameli Das whose telephone number is 703-305-1339. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 8:00 A.M. to 4:30 P.M. 
If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor Greg Morse can be reached at 703-308-4789. The fax number for this group are: 
(703) 746-7239 (official fax), (703) 746-7240 (non-official/draft), (703)746-7238 (after final). 
An inquiry of general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding should be 
directed to the group receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305-9600. 



Chameli C. Das 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2122 
3/12/03 



